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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed December 7, 2006 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

2. Applicant argues that row labels are arbitrary labels that are unrelated to 
displayed data. Examiner disagrees with this assertion, noting that each label is related 
to the same displayed row in both windows of Hoag's invention (see fig. 5). Further, 
examiner reiterates the arguments presented in the Non-Final Office Action mailed 
September 19, 2006. That is, that the labels are not arbitrary since they help to identify 
the rows in both windows. Quoting from the previous Office Action: "Fig. 6 of Hoag 
bears this out, since as one pane shifts downward, the numbers in both panes still 
correspond (see element 522; also see col. 5, lines 30-41). It is further noted that 
"element of data" is a broad term which can encompass labels, headers, names, etc. 
since no further definition of what an "element" is is given in the application." Applicant 
further argues that entirely different data tables in Hoag's invention would use the same 
row labels. Examiner agrees with this, but simply because these elements are reused 
does not disqualify them from being "data elements" using a broad definition of the term. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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4. Claims 1, 3, 8, 9, 11, 16, 17, 19, 23, 24, 27, and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Hoag (U.S. Patent 6,313,848) in view of Brown (U.S. 
Publication 2005/0005236). 

5. As to claims 1,9, 17, and 24, Hoag discloses: 

determining that data for a list item cannot be displayed within the width 
boundary (fig. 5, element 340; Abstract lines 6-8; col. 2, lines 25-29); 

creating a first window and a second window based on the determination that 
data for a list item cannot be displayed within the width boundary (fig. 5, elements 51 1 
and 512; window panes, roughly corresponding to windows, are created); 

selecting from the data for the list item a data element that will be displayed in 
both the first window and the second window (fig. 5; elements 522 and 523; the row 
label data element is selected and displayed in both windows); 

splitting the data for the list item into a first portion (fig. 5, see columns 1-6) and a 
second portion (fig. 5, see columns 7-12), such that the first portion including the data 
element will fit into the first window (Abstract lines 11-14; col. 2, lines 29-36); 

displaying the first portion (columns 1-6 of fig. 5) of the data and the data element 
(fig. 5; element 522) in the first window (element 51 1); 

displaying the second portion (columns 7-12 of fig. 5) of the data for the list item 
and the data element (fig. 5, element 523) wrapped into the second window (element 
512; also see Abstract lines 14-17; col. 2, lines 36-38; fig. 5-6); 

While the panes (col. 4, lines 50-53) of fig. 5 of Hoag roughly correspond to 
windows, they lack some characteristics that are usually associated with windows. The 
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"panes" of Brown (fig. 1; p. 2, section 0022), however, have all the characteristics that 
are associated with windows (title bar, etc.) and therefore do read on windows. The 
motivation for using "real" windows is a common one: to give a user control over two 
different objects independently (fig. 1 , note the two distinct title bars for movement). It 
would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to modify Hoag to use objects more 
closely corresponding to windows in order to give a user independent control over two 
different objects as taught by Brown. 

6. As to claims 3, 11, 19, and 27, Hoag discloses a method wherein the data for a 
list item comes from more than one data source (fig. 5-6; col. 3, lines 3-5; a plurality of 
input devices for inputting data are disclosed). 

7. As to claims 8, 16, 23, and 33, Hoag discloses a method comprising handling an 
event associated with the first window such that the event synchronously affects the 
second window (fig. 6, element 522; also see col. 5, lines 30-41 ; scrolling affects both 
windows synchronously). 

8. Claims 5, 13, 21, 29, and 34-45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hoag in view of Brown and further in view of Otani (U.S. Patent 
6,865,720). 

9. As to claims 5, 13, 21, 29, 34, 35, 38, 39, 42, and 43 Hoag discloses a 
distinguishing feature to label each row of the table (fig. 5, note the row numbers). 
Hoag does not disclose adding such a feature in response to user selection nor does 
Hoag disclose that this feature is a color. Otani, however, discloses a method of 
wrapping table data (fig. 32a; fig. 32b) and also discloses adding distinguishing display 



Application/Control Number: 10/691,534 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2628 

features to a row such as a background color (col. 5, line 65-col. 6, line 20). Since the 
wrapped data (fig. 32a; fig. 32b) is, simply a carbon copy of the data that was previously 
lined up in a row, it stands to reason that the background color would be inherently the 
same in the wrapped row as compared to the non-wrapped row. The motivation for this 
is to distinguish table types (col. 5, lines 57-64). It would have been obvious to one 
skilled in the art to modify Hoag in view of Brown to distinguish rows with a background 
color in order to distinguish table types as taught by Otani. 

10. As to claims 36, 40, and 44, Otani discloses a method wherein the more than 
one data source is a website (col. 1, lines 30-39). The motivation for splitting a table in 
a website is to assist a reader to see only required information, in an environment such 
as a mobile device (col. 1, lines 21-29). It would have been obvious to one skilled in the 
art to modify Hoag in view of Brown to use a website as a data source for table splitting 
in order to assist a reader in viewing required information as taught by Otani. 

11. As to claims 37, 41 , and 45, Otani discloses a method wherein the event includes 
sorting the data for the list item (col. 22, lines 1-9). The motivation for adding this 
feature is similar to the motivation found in the rejection to claim 36. 

Conclusion 

12. Applicants amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Aaron M. Richer whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7790. The examiner can normally be reached on weekdays from 8:30AM-5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kee Tung can be reached on (571) 272-7794. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Sen/ice Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

AMR 
2/22/07 



KEE M.7UNG 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 



